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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
JACOB TAYLOR RAINIER,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
____________________________________)

NO. 48745-2021
KOOTENAI COUNTY NO. CR28-20-7600

APPELLANT’S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Jacob Taylor Rainier pled guilty to two misdemeanor charges: reckless driving and
possessing marijuana. The district court imposed consecutive sentences totaling one and onehalf years in jail, suspended all but 110 days, and ordered supervised probation. On appeal,
Mr. Rainier contends his underlying jail sentences are excessive under any reasonable view of
the facts, and represent an abuse of the district court’s sentencing discretion. He respectfully
asks this Court to vacate his sentences and remand his case to the district court for resentencing.
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Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings
According to police reports, on May 23, 2020, Mr. Rainier and his girlfriend were having
a heated argument in their Post Falls home, when his girlfriend struck him in the eye, got into her
car, and sped off with their

child; Mr. Rainier got into his car and sped after them.

(Vol.1 R., p.22.) At a stop light, and after locking the brakes and skidding for some 50 feet in an
attempt to avoid a collision, Mr. Rainier’s car ran into the back of his girlfriend’s vehicle,
pushing the vehicle into the truck in front of her. (Vol.1 R., pp.22, 117.) Mr. Rainier was upset
and crying when the police arrived. (Vol.1 R., pp.22, 24.) He told an officer he had just wanted
to talk with his girlfriend, the collision was an accident, and he had not intended to hurt anyone.
(Vol.1 R., pp.22-24.) He also told the officer that, prior to braking, he had been travelling at 35
miles per hour – a fact later confirmed by the Idaho State Police accident reconstruction
investigation. (Vol.1 R., pp.22-24; Vol.2., R., p.117.) No medical injuries were evident or
reported. (See Vol.1 R., p.24, Vol.2 R., pp.120, 127.) At the accident scene, the officer also
retrieved a small container of cannabis oil from inside of Mr. Rainier’s pocket. (Vol.1 R., p.22.)
After reviewing the evidence, the officer concluded that Mr. Rainier had been driving
recklessly, putting the lives of others at risk, and he arrested Mr. Rainier for aggravated assault.
(Vol.1 R., pp.24, 41-42.) The officer also issued misdemeanor citations for injury to a child and
possession of marijuana, and an infraction citation for following too close. (Vol.1 R., p.24,
Vol.2 R., p.127; Conf.Docs., p.17.) The State initially filed felony charges against Mr. Rainier.
(Vol.1 R., pp.15, 79, 197.) Pursuant to an agreement with the State, in February of 2021,
Mr. Rainier pled guilty to an amended Information charging him with two misdemeanor
offenses: possession of marijuana and reckless driving. (Vol.2 R., pp.101-109; Tr., pp.20-23
(PleaTr., p.5, L.11 – p.17, L.19).)
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Prior to sentencing, Mr. Rainer submitted to a Comprehensive Diagnostic Assessment of
his mental and physical health, and he provided the resulting report to the district court.
(Conf.Docs., p.6.) At sentencing, Mr. Rainier requested a sixty-day suspended sentence, with
unsupervised probation, and that he be allowed to participate in the sheriff’s labor program in
lieu of actual additional jail time. (Tr., p.25 (Sen.Tr., p.25, L.16 – p.26, L.1).) He acknowledged
he had “screwed up,” and he told the court he was “deeply sorry for it.” (Tr., p.25 (Sen.Tr., p.26,
Ls.20-25).) He also informed the court that since his arrest, he had been clean and sober and
working a full-time job, that he wanted to keep paying his bills, and that he was waiting to start
drug treatment and anger management classes. (Tr., p.25 (Sen.Tr., p.27, Ls.1-13).)
The district court imposed consecutive sentences totaling one and one-half years in jail.
On the reckless driving conviction, the court imposed a 180-day term, suspending 123 days and
giving credit for seven days already served, and ordered 30 days be served in jail immediately,
with work release, and sheriff’s labor camp after that. (Vol.2 R., p.167; Tr., p.25 (Sen.Tr., p.28,
Ls.11-23).) On the marijuana possession conviction, the court imposed a consecutive sentence
of 365 days jail time, suspending 298 days and giving credit for seven days already served.
(Vol.2 R., p.168; Tr., p.26 (Sen.Tr., p.29, Ls.6-13).) The court ordered two years of supervised
probation for each count. (Vol.2 R., pp.167-69; Tr., p.26 (Sen.Tr., p.29, Ls.13-14).)
Mr. Rainier filed a timely Notice of Appeal. (Vol.2 R., p.174.)
ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion by imposing an excessive sentence?
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ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion By Imposing Excessive Sentences
The district court’s sentencing decisions are reviewed under the multi-tiered abuse of
discretion standard. State v. Miller, 151 Idaho 826, 834 (2011). Under this standard, the
appellate court engages in a multi-tiered inquiry to determine “whether the trial court: (1)
correctly perceived the issue as one of discretion; (2) acted within the outer boundaries of its
discretion; (3) acted consistently with the legal standards applicable to the specific choices
available to it; and (4) reached its decision by the exercise of reason.” State v. Le Veque, 164
Idaho 110, 113 (2018).
When a defendant challenges his sentence as excessively harsh, the appellate court will
conduct “an independent review of the record,” considering the governing criteria, i.e., the nature
of the offense, the character of the offender, and the protection of the public interest. Miller, 151
Idaho 828. The appellate court will deem the sentence to be excessive if the sentence is
unreasonably harsh “under any reasonable view of the facts.” See State v. Strand, 137 Idaho at
460; State v. Toohill, 103 Idaho 565, 568 (Ct. App. 1982).
Here, Mr. Rainier asserts that when this Court conducts its independent review of the
record, as outlined below, it should conclude that in view of the mitigating facts of his case, his
sentences are excessive and objectively unreasonable, representing an abuse of discretion under
the fourth prong of the abuse-of-discretion standard.
Mr. Rainier was twenty-six at the time of his sentencing. (Conf.Docs., p.6.) He grew up
in a family that suffered from serious mental illness; his mother was not a part of his life; and he
was physically abused by his father, and sexually abused by his father’s friend. (Conf.Docs.,
p.8.) From the time he was

Mr. Rainier was left to raise himself. (Conf.Docs.,
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p.8.) He was later diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) and he currently suffers
from depression and anxiety. (Conf.Docs., pp.7-8, 13.) Mr. Rainier managed to avoid drugs in
high school, because he knew he did not want to “mess up.”

(Conf.Docs., pp.6, 8.) He

succeeded in graduating from high school. (Conf.Docs., p.6.) Later, and regrettably, he started
using and grew dependent on marijuana and opioids. (Conf.Docs., pp.6, 8.)
Fortunately, and as documented in the report of the Comprehensive Diagnostic
Assessment, there is substance abuse treatment and mental health counseling that can help
Mr. Rainier manage his underlying substance abuse and mental health conditions, which will
help him control his behaviors in the future. (See Conf.Docs., p.13.) As Mr. Rainier told the
court at sentencing, he is deeply remorseful for actions. (Tr., p.25 (Sen.Tr., p.27, Ls.1-13).)
From the time of his pretrial release until the time of his sentencing, Mr. Rainier had a job and
worked every day.

(Tr., p.25 (Sen.Tr., p.27, Ls.1-13).) He is motivated to participate in

substance abuse treatment, and he is eager to take classes that will help him manage his anger.
(Tr., p.25 (Tr., p.25 (Sen.Tr., p.27, Ls.1-13).) Mr. Rainier acknowledges his criminal conduct in
this case and takes full responsibility for it. However, spending his days in jail will not help him,
and will not further the goal of protecting society.
In light of these mitigating facts and circumstances, and notwithstanding the aggravating
ones, the underlying aggregate eighteen-month jail term is excessive, and unreasonable, and
represents an abuse of the district court’s sentencing discretion.

Mr. Rainier therefore

respectfully asks that his sentences be vacated, and that his case be remanded to the district court
for resentencing.
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CONCLUSION
Mr. Rainier respectfully requests that this Court vacate his sentences and remand his case
for resentencing with instructions that the district court impose a reasonable, less harsh sentence.
DATED this 23rd day of September, 2021.

/s/ Kimberly A. Coster
KIMBERLY A. COSTER
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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Administrative Assistant
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